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POINTERS 


‘The Church of South India, to be inaugurated as at present 
arranged in September, intends, we are ‘Trelis ibly informed, to 
establish one of its mew dioceses in the north of C evlon within the 
territory of the diocese of Colombo. Against this the Bishop of 
Colombo and the Standing Committee of his Diocesan Council 
have made a strongly worded protest. Such intrusion of a bishop 
into the diocese of another bishop without his permission is one of 
the most precise and formal acts of schism possible. The per- 
sistence with which the promoters of the Scheme press on without 
regard to the interests of the whole Church is becoming ine reasingly 
-€ na and cannot but lead to confusion and even disaster. We 
wish there were more evidence of statesmanship in South India 
to overcome this insistence on so small a measure of union, which 
sows such dangerous seeds of the breaking of that wider unity 
which already exists in the Anglican Communion. 


x * * 


The Free Church Federal Council has officially annqunced that 

“the Free Churches of this country have gladly responded to the 
recent appeal of the Archbishop of Canterbury to consider the 
possibility of a © full communion - “, and to appoint representa- 
tives to confer with him and representatives of the Anglican 
Coren. -..s/4 A new series of conversations will shortly commence 
at Lambeth Palace. The Council will make the arrangements on 
behalf of the Fkree Churches and will also be represented in these 
conversations.’ 


\ 


_. The Canadian Reunion Proposals are again examined in an 
article on page 107. In commenting on them last January, 
Fr. Symonds had only the descriptive article of our December 
issue to work on, but the present writer has had the:advantage — 
of seeing the Report of the Committee itself. He first summarizes 
* the proposals and then comments on the idea of “parallel 
ministries ’’ and on the practical proposals for the unification of 
the ministries, which present very real difficulties not canily to be 


ov ercome. 
* * * 


_ Our Travelling Secretary, Fr. H. Howard, has the following 
___amongst other engagements this month. 


May 2nd. Roath: Meeting at St. German's. 


4th. Barry: Preach at St. Paul's, 9.30 a.m. 
Roath : Preach at St. German’ Ss, Il a.m. 


5th. Newport: Meeting of C lergy, 3 p.m. 
19th. South Shields: Meeting at St. Mary's Hall, Ty: ne 
Dock, 7.30 p.m. 


20th. Newcastle: Meeting of Clergy at Cathedral 
Library, II a.m. 
Stockton : Meeting at St. Peter’s Hall, 7.30 p.m. 


21st. Darlington: Meeting at St. Hilda’s Hall, 7.30p.m. 
2znd. Newcastle: Meeting at Cathedral paren, 
7-30 p.m. 

23rd. Sunderland: Meeting at St. Peter's Hall, 7. 30 p.m, 
25th. Skirbeck, Lincs. : Preach at St. Nicholas’. 
27th. Skirbeck, Lincs. : 

2gth. Lincoln: Meeting. | 

June ist. Burgh: Preach. 


All correspondence with regard to meetings and sermons should 
now, please, be addressed direct to the Rev. H. Howard, The 
Mission House, Magdalen Road, Oxford, and not to the Secretary. 


* * * 


Subscribers who began with our first issue are reminded that 
this number concludes our first year of publication, so that the 
time for renewal of subscriptions has come. Many have responded 
to the Pointer on this subject which we printed last month, and 
we aregrateful for their help: If you have not already done.so, 
please renew your subscription now and help us as generously as 
youcan. 
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THE CANADIAN REUNION PROPOSALS 


Inthe January number of Faith and Unity there appeared some 
notes by’ Father Edward Symonds, C.R., under the title of “ The - 
Canadian Proposals Considered.” It is the purpose of this article 
to give further consideration to the same matter; it consists, 
therefore, first of a résumé of the contents of the Canadian 
‘Report from the Committee on Reunion”, and secondly of 
comments upon it. | | 


THE COMMITTEE’S REPORT 


The Report is issued by the General Synod of the Church of 

England in Canada, and is obtainable from the Church Book 

Room, 604 Jarvis Street, Toronto 5, Ontario (price not quoted). 

~ . It has as a sub-title “ Documents for Study ’’, and the Foreword 

y.. prints in capitals “‘ FT WILL BE NOTICED THAT THERE IS 
NO PROPOSAL FOR CORPORATE REUNION AT THE 
PRESENT TIME.” The document is, therefore, a report of. 
conversations between the United Church of Canada, and the 

Church of England in Canada, commended by the General Synod of 

the latter in September 1946 for study during the next three years. 


The Report comes ultimately out of an invitation issued in 
1943 by the Canadian Church (as I propose to call the Church of 
England in Canada, for the sake of brevity) “to all Christian 
bodies to hold conversations.”” Two other bodies besides the , 
United Church are engaged in these, namely the Baptists and the 
Congregationalists, but a report on the conferences with these has 

* not yet been issued. Conversations with the United Church 
began 1 in February 1944. According to the Foreword of the Report 

“the Formularies of the two bodies were found to be in agreement 
on the doctrines necessary to be believed for salvation,”’ and the 
Report only deals with questions relating to the Ministry and 
Holy Communion. 

On two questions we are told that a report cannot yet be made : 
they are those of Jurisdiction and of Access to the Lord's Table. 


Comments on the present report are invited by the secretary 
of the sub-committee responsible. 


THE CANADIAN BISHOPS 


| After the Foreword, the document has a “‘ Message from the 
Upper House ’’—that is, from the Canadian Bishops. In it, they 

commend the report for study, pointing out that before the next 

General Synod of the Canadian Church a Lambeth Conference 

will have met ; and saying that they are concerned that the cause 

of reunion throughout the world shall not be hindered by any 
dependent action on their part. To this the Bishops add that 

general study of the report should have the aid of scholars, and that 

action could not be taken without general approval by the Church. 
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“COMBINED OPERATIONS 
_- The report itself is confined to “the study of the practical 
steps ... . required to secure a ministry of the Word and Sacraments 
which will be mutually acceptable to both the Communions 
engaged in these conversations.”’ To “ the ultimate motive ”’ of 
the fulfilment of our Lord's prayer that all may be one is added 
“the immediate and pressing motive “ of the pastoral needs of 
Canada. The two Communions concerned ‘ "include at least 
two-thirds of reformed Christendom in Canada,” and, therefore, 
: feel a special responsibility for leadership towards unity. As 
“ any large proposals for unifying the two Communions i in polity 
would be in advance of the present position “ of public opinion, 
and standardization in Worship “ would be undesirable in itself,”’ 
the suggestions are for the present only for “ the fashioning of a 


relation in which our two C ommunions . can engage, wim atid 


fully, in combined operations.” 

It is asserted that there is already agreement concerning the 
essentials of the Faith, and in the acceptance of Baptism. Eftec- 
tive co-operation is hindered by the Jack of ** sacramental unity 


at the Lord’s Table and unity in the Ministry.” The recom- ° 


~ mendations are concerned solely with the question of the Ministry. 


“A MUTUALLY ACCEPTABLE MINISTRY ”’ 

-The two Ministries are considered to be “parallel to. one 
another rather than identical.’ “The Church of England dis- 
tributes the functions of the Ministry among the three Orders of 
Bishops, Priests, and Deacons.” ‘‘ The United-Church distributes 
the functions of the Ministry between the Ministers and the 
Church courts."’ The dissimilarity is regarded as a fundamental 
consideration in dealing with the whole question of the Ministry. 


The representatives of the Canadian Church not only pay tribute 


to the good work of the ministers of the United Church, but also 
, recognize the “ reality ’’ of the Ministry of that Church, as well as 
those of the Congregationalists, Methodists and Presby terians, 
out of which it was formed. It has, they say, ‘“‘a quality and 
tradition of its own.” (The committee deprecates the use of the 
words “ valid’ and “ regular,” and of their converses, as being 
only applicable to the threefold Ministry of Holy Orders.) In 
a parallel way, the United Church representatives recognize the 
special * quality ”” of the threefold Orders of the Church, and its 
historic continuity.” 


In any future union, therefore, the Committee recommends that 

“ each Communion should contribute the whole of its Ministry 
each to the other.” Asa step towards this, they propose that when 
once the two Communions are satisfied of each other’s doctrinal 
orthodoxy, any- Minister could be admitted to Holy Orders, and 
any clergyman to the United Church Ministry, remaining in his 
own Communion, but able to minister acceptably to fhe members 
of the other. 
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__PRACTICAL RECOMMENDATIONS 

Definite recommendations follow., A declaration is provided, 
to be read at the admission to the Ministry of either hody of 
“*ministers of the other. Priests are to be received into full com- . 
munion, licensed to preach and then ordained, in the United 
Church ; ministers of that body are to be confirmed, ordained 
deacon, and ordained priest, in the Church of Canada. In minister- 
ing to the congregations of the United Church he shall conform to 
its doctrine, discipline and worship. The necessary forms are 
provided, including the recital of the Apostles’ Creed. 


We need here only quote the actual forms of Ordination pro- 
vided. In the case of a priest in the Canadian Church being 
admitted to the Ministry of the United Church, the provision 1s 
as follows: “ The Presiding Minister, with two or more of the 
Ministers present, shall lay ‘their hands upon the head of evéry 
one that receiveth Ordination, the Receivers humbly kneeling ~ 
upon their knees, and the Presiding Minister saying : 


The Lord pour upon thee the Holy Spirit for the Office and 
Work of a Minister in the Church of God, now committed 
unto thee by the authority of the Church through the imposi- 
tion of our hands. And be thou a faithful Digpeaeer of the 
Word of God, and of his holy Sacraments; in the name of the 
Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy Spirit. Amen. 


* Then the Presiding Minister shall deliver to every opg of them, 
kneeling, the Bible into his hand, saying : 


Take thou authority to preach the Word of God, and to 
minister the Holy Sacraments in the Congregation.” 


In the case of the ordination of a Minister of the United Church to 
the Holy Orders of the Church of England in Canada, the forms 
for ordination to the diaconate and priésthood are provided, and 
follow the usual practice of the Church of England, except that 
the two services may be combined, so that a man may be ordained 
deacon and priest in turn during the same rite. 


THE Lorp’s TABLE 
_ The question ef ** mutual access to the Lord’s Table ’’ was the 
second matter before the committee, and the report simply states 
that further study is necessary, and it is desired that the same 
committee shall be continued before any solution i is put forward. 


THE COMMITTEE'S CONCLUSIONS 

The last part of the committee’s report consists of its con- 
clusions. They are, put shortly, that the ministries being different, 

the grace of each may be conveyed to the other without reserva- 
tion ; that tti@y can be unified without undesirable comparison ; 

that the gains of doing this would be great ; and that this step 
would be such as to help on the ultimate reunion of Christendom 


a” 
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on a broader scale. In two “ annexes,” which are not part of the 
report, some of the advantages of this measure of reunion are 


tabulated. 


THe ScHEME EXAMINED 


—It is hoped that the summary given above is a fair précis of the 
proposals as they are contained in the official report. We turn 
now to an examination of some of the points raised. 


It is right to begin with an acknowledgement of the proper 
care that has been taken not to advance too fast, and to secure 
adequate consideration for what is proposed before any action is. 
taken. The proposals are concerned with interim arrangements, 
and are meant to be subjected to careful scrutiny while there is 
still time. In order that this may be done with knowledge, a 
bibliography is added to the report ; the subsequent publication . 
of the book;editeg by the Bishop of Oxford, with the title The 
Apostolic Ministry, has made a fresh scrutiny from a new angle 
necessary, and suggests new criteria for judgement. 


Since the report is only concerned with the question of the | 
Ministry, we are not called on here to discuss other matters ; if — 
the proposals reached a further stage, it would be necessary to 
examine the assertion that the two Communions concerned are 
agreed on “ the doctrines necessary to be believed.””. The present 
proposals are to be judged on their merit as affecting two Christian 
bodies if there is a recognized agreement on matters of faith. 


PARALLEL MINISTRIES 


There is perhaps some confusion in the idea of “ i abaliel 
ministries ’’; at least it does not seem to be clear whether what 
is meant is that the whole of the Anglican Ministry is to be 
regarded as the equivalent of the whole of the Ministry of the 
United Church, the difference lying in the distribution of functions 
(among Bishops, Priests and Deacons or between Ministers and 
Church Courts) ; or whether it is meant that the two Ministries 
in their totality have a different meaning. The real question that 
lies behind all discussions of the Ministry is that of the source of 
its authority. This comes out clearly in the Bishop of Oxford’s 
book, but it is not always brought into the light of day in reunion 
discussions. From the Catholic point of view, the Ministry is not 
merely an organization coming out-of thie life of the C hurch, with 
its functions capable of being differently distributed at the will 
of a,Christian community. The Ministry 1 is, of course, integrated 
into the life of the Church, but it is, in its Apostolic character, 
a Ministry also coming to the Church from our Lord himself. 


It follows that the ideas of “ validity’”’ and “ regularity’ 
cannot be put on one side. It is refreshing to find that The 
Apostolic Ministry has not shirked examining these ideas again. 


TIO 


UNIFYING THE MINISTRIES 


The unification of the two Ministries by the method proposed, 
each Communion contributing “‘ the whole of its Ministry to the 
other,” is a well-meant expedient, but it is not free from serious 
objections. A method by which all Anglican priests were recog- 
nized as having received full acceptance by the United Church, 
and the ministers of this as having received the full endowment 
of the Catholic priesthood, is the goal to which all proposals so 
far made approximate. The difficulties are, however, seen when 
the Ordination services are studied. What meaning can be 
assigned by an Anglican priest.to the form of Ordination quoted 
above? Either he regards it as a mere formality, a course which 
both sides must find intolerable ; or else he’ must regard himself. 
as being made “a Minister in the Church of God”’ receiving 

~authority from “ the Church ” to be a Dispenser of the Word and 
Sacraments by this (second) Ordination. His ministry so received 
must imply a new function ; it cannot be made to convey merely 
new territorial extensien of jurisdiction. Already he dispenses 
the Word and Sacraments in every mode he will be able to do in 
the future. What then can he mean by the rite to which he 
submits ? 


Is it too late to come back again to the one radical solution to 
which we so often return in these difficult questions, and accept 
the idea originally put forward by the Bishop of Johannesburg 
that ministers and priests should all receive conditional Ordina- 
tion from a source accepted by both? The references to the 
Orthodox in the Report show a friendly spirit that would suggest 
that conditional Ordination by Orthodox Bishops would not have _ 
been an impossible idea. No questions of previous validity need 
then be raised, both sides accept the same rite, and none has to 
deny, by word or implication, the blessings he has previously 


enjoyed. 


Lastly, as Fr. Symonds pointed out in a previous article, there 
are real difficulties acnat the piecemeal regularization of 
‘ Ministries. A method by which, in measurable time, the whole 
of each Ministry could be accepted by the other side would avoid 
many difficulties in practice. On this;we need only refer the 
reader to Fr. Symonds's article (Faith and Unity, Jan. 1947). 


Our Canadian friends have shown so many signs of caring for” 
-the implications of their actions outside the Ltemped aor own 
country, that we believe they will still be willing nsider the 
criticisms that they indeed invite. When the time arrives for a 
developed scheme, they might yet, learning from the mistakes of 
others, show to the world ° “a yet more excellent way. 


HAROLD RILEY. 


WISE WORDS 


‘“ The minister of God can never treat the Church as an open 
question, or as the most venerable among contending sects. He a 
does not feel at liberty to dlter her constitution, or to pursue ah 
eclectic course amid her doctrines; or spread out her sharply- 
detined dogmas into a shallow residuum of truth, * to which no 
one has any particular objection,” called ourcommon Christianity : 
not deep enough to float a ship, not strong enough to turn a 
wheel—bare, scanty, stagnant,_lifeless, with patches of brown 
earth protruding here and there, which not even the diffused 
flood can preserve trom aggressive worldliness. There is a sad 
absence of true professional pride or of love unfeigned for the 
Chureh of our Baptism, if we are tempted to give away its dis- 
tinctive truths, or tamper with its deep sacramental life, in order. 
to extend its boundary or reconcile opposition. We may gain in 
‘extension, but we shall lose in intensity. We may widen the 
expansive ripple of its bright surface, but it will be only at~tlie 
cost of a sacrifice which changes depth into shallowness; and force 
into stagnation. —W. C. E. Newbolt: Speculum Sacerdotum, 


p. 141. 


‘Fundamental ditlerences in idea which divide a distinctly 
Catholic from a distinetly Protestant doctrine .. . do exist, and, 
if they are ever to be reconciled, they must first be defined. In 
spite of all that is said to the contrary, it is confusion, not defini- 
tion, Which is the chief enemy of peace.”"—O. C. Quick : Catholte 
and Protestant Elements in hristtanity, p- 24. 


An Apology.—-The Editor regrets the error by which-a meeting 
addressed by our Travelling Secretary on April 17th, was wrongly 
announced in our April issue (page gg) as taking place at Ascot 
Heath. In fact the meeting was arranged by the Vicar of South 
Ascot and was held in All Souls’ Hall, South Ascot. We tender 
our apologies to him and to the Rector of Ascot Heath for our 
-mistake., 


Communications for the Editor and subscriptions to Faith and 
Unity (three shillings a year minimum) should be sent to the 
_ Secretary, C.D.C.P., 6 Perth Road, Beckenham, Kent. Back 

numbers of /aith and Unity are available and can be had from 
the Secretary, price fourpence each, post free. 


Printed in Gread Broiain by the Church Army Press, Cowley, Oxford. 
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